{20 Novempen, 1913.j

originally known as the mines water sup-
ply, at a salary of £636, an engineer for
the agrieultural areas at the same salary,
and an engineer for the metropolitan area
at a salary of £600, The classification of
the balance of the engineers was now be-
ing continned by the Publie Service Com-
missioner, and when that was accomplished
we would have the staff well organised
and generally speaking everything in good
working order,
Vote put and passed.

This completed the Estimates of the
Depariments of Works, Water Supply,
Sewerage and Drainage.

Progress reported,

BILL — ELECTRIC LIGHT AND
POWER AGREEMENT.

Message.

Message from the Governor received
and read recommending the Bill.

House adjourned at 12.32 a.m.

Legislative Counctl,
Thursday, 20th November, 1913.
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The PRESTDENT took the Chair at
3.0 p.m., and read prayers.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motion by Hon. Sir J. W. HAC-
KETT leave of absence for six conseen-
tive sittings granted (o the Hon, E. Me-
Larty on the ground of ill-healtb.
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BILL—SUPPLY (No. 3), £687,770.-
Read a third time and passed.

BILL—ROADS ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.

Hon, J. F, CULLEN (South-West) in¢
moving the second reading said: This:
short Bill of a single clause, if Parlia--
ment is good enough to enact it, will have
considerable influence i raising the pres--
tige of a great number of our fellow eiti-
zens who ave administering local govern-
ment in this State. The system of roads
boards practically covers this State; there
are something like 115 honards, including
over one thousand members, and I would
like hon. members to think of the debt
thal the State owes to these men. Mem-
bers of Parliament are fortified by tle
kudos connected with their position, and
in o smaller degree by some little allow-
ance, to compensate them for loss of time
and money. But the members of voads
boards are on honorary duty and they get
little thanks and little credit for what
they do. Some of these men travel en-
ormous distances, often 50 miles from
where they reside; thev have to do this
great pmount of travelling to look after
the local governing concerns of the peo-
ple living around them. so that they de-
zserve well of the Legislature of the coun-
try.  Therefore, anything that ean be
done m a legitimate way fa encourage
them in their work and clothe their posi-
tions with some little prestige, 1 think
Parliament should gladly do if. The Bill
proposes (o eonfer on these honorary
workers titles of courtesy which will be
enlirely in keeping with the dufies they
discharge. The Bill proposes that the
chairman of a voals board shall be called
mayor of his distriet, and T intend, if
the Bill gets into Committee, to foliow
that with a further proposal that the
members of the hoard shall be ealled coun-
cillors. Hon. members are aware that
up to 1911 the local governing legislation
offered inducements for the overlapping
of powers, The svstem provided for
municipalities and ronds boards, hut it
eave roads boards such limited powers,
that as they grew stronger they naturally
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became ambitious to have munieipal
_ authority on top of their roads board au-
thority. As a result of that, several dis-
triets, not content with their roads boards,
incorporated their central towns, and thus
duplicated local government machinery
and greatly increased the cost. I know
of one case where a small population of
about twelve hundred people had a muni-
cipal couneil for its town, a roads board
for its rural district, and a health board
as well, so that there were three sets of
officials and the management expenses
practically consumed the whole of the
rateg, and the machinery existed mainly
to administer Government grants. Hon.
members will see that that was an un-
-desirable eondition of things. The pre-
vions Government were so impressed that
they. brought in the 1911 Aet conferring
on the roads boards certain of the powers
of the municipalities. That at once re-
moved all excuses for duplicating ma-
chinery, and severa! districts have already
taken advantage of those powers and are
now exercising them under the roads
board. In Katanning where we had a
strong movement to form a municipality
we have taken advantage of this Act of
1911. We have increased our town repre-
sentation and differentiated our rating,
allowing our town to rate itself to a
higher extent for expenditure within the
town. This Act of 1911 is a long step n
advance, but my Bill goes a step further.
The present Act gives the neeessary
municipal powers to roads hoards, but it
gives them no titles of designation. The
title “Chairmean” is only applieable at
board meetings. We cannot say “chair-
man of the district,” because he is not
chairman of the distriet, he is simply
chairman of the board, and outside the
board meeting he has no title of courtesy
at all. The Bill proposes to call him
mayor, with this limitation, that if there
is a mnnicipality within the roads board
district, and there are a few such cases,
the Bill shall not apply. I have heard
certain objections raised and they are
such that might naturally accur to hon.
members who have not studied the matter
closely. For instance, one hon. member
has said “but it will be bad in law to
apply the term ‘mavor to the chairman

[COUNCIL.]

of a roads board.” The simple answer
to that is that a roads board is just as
muck a municipality as what we call a
municipality. Anyone who doubts that
can refer to our Solicitor General, who
will not hesitate to remove that doubt.
In the Victorian and New Sauth Wales
laws tbere are two systems of local gov-
ernment—boronghs and shires—eorres-
ponding to our municipalities and roads
boards—I mean corresponding roughly.
But these Acts, both in Vietoria and in
New South Wales, call these two kinds
of local government “municipalities.”
The Vietorian Act in its interpretation
section says—

Munieipalities shall mean the ecor-
poration of any borough or any shire.
Corresponding, as T have said, to muni-
cipalities and roads board districts. It
will be objected further that it would be
a bit econfusing if, where there is a muni-
cipality within a roads board distriet,
there were two mayors. The answer is
that this Bill excludes sueh infrequent
cases, and most of the few cases in exist-
ence will probably merge their municipal
form of government in their roads board
form of government. It would be greatly
to the advantage of their distriets if they
did so. The main reason why these small
towns have been ambitious to incorporate
nnder the Municipalities Act has been that
they may have a mayor.

Hon, J. D. Connolly: Do vou think this
will prevent it%

Hon, J. ¥. CULLEN: Certainly, be-
cause this will give them o mayor just the
same under the simple, elastic form of
government provided for a roads board,
T cannot conceive of any rational objee-
tion to the proposed change. I ean quite
understand hon. members, who have not
thonght abont it, saying “Oh, we have
municipalities and roads boards, so why
have this?’ My reply is that it is unde-
girable at our early stage of development
that small ambitions towns sbould run
into duplicating their system of local
government.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: There is no

need under the provisions of the existing
Roads Act.
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Hon. J. F. CULLEN : If the hon.
mewber had listened to me he would know
that I have said that there is absolutely
no need now under the Aet of 1911, ex-
cept for the title, and this Bill gives the
title and so leaves no reason whatever for
duplication.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Would yon not
give Perth something better?

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: That is a matter
dealt with under onr municipal law. Un-
doubfedly it will he but a very short time
before the mayor of Perth gets the title
of Lord Mayor, and it will not -be so
many years before Perth will be the sec-
ond city in Australia. However, that is
quite an aside, T want to get hon. mem-
bers to think about this Bill and not dis-
miss if and say it is apeing municipal
standing. Tt is nothing of the kind. It
is a serious proposition by a member who
has thought about it and watched the
development of onr roads boards. I am
sure it is a wise step to take. As soon
as the Bill was available I sent a copy of
it to the seeretary of each roads board,
with a memo that the opinion of the
hoard. or of the chairman, would be very
valuable in guiding hon. members. The
Bill was not available until ahont a week
ago and there has not been time in which
te get replies from more than 15 or 186,
I have that number of replies and all but
two are strongly in favour of the Biil.

Hon. A. Sanderson: Will you put that
correspondence on the Table?

Hon. J. F. CULLEN : Yes, when i is
complete. All but two are stromgly in
favour of the Biil.

Hon. W, Kingsmill :
ohject ?

Won. J. F. CULLEN : Beecause they
are exciuded by the Bill. They have
municipalifies within their borders.

Hon. J. . Connolly : How many
roads boards will come under this Bill?

Hon. J. F. CULLEN : Over 100,

Hon. J. Cornell : Why does not the
hon. mewber coin a title for those gentle-
men whom ‘‘mayor’’ will not gover,

Hon, . Connor : Such as “‘shift bos-
ses.’ -

Hon. J. F. CULLEN : 1T think they
will get over it by altering their own

Why do the two
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name. It will be asked ‘“Why not ad-
opt the terminology of the local govern-
ment legislation in Vietoria and New
South Wales, where they eull the chair-
man of the shire ‘‘president’’ and his
fellow members ‘‘eonncillors?’’ The ob-
jeetion to that is that ‘‘president’’ has
noe more application outside the board
room than has ‘‘chairman.’’ One could
not call the chairman of 2 roads board
the ‘‘president’’ of his district. He is
not. He is be president of his board
and not of his distriel. There would be
ne advantage whatever in having the
title of ‘‘president’’ as against the
title of ‘‘chairman,’’ except that it is as-
socialed in the minds of the people with
higher things. But it would be ne more
applicable to the chairman outside the
roads hoard meeting thar would be the
title of ““chairman.’”’ I am guite eertain
that when hon. members have gol over
their first superficial thought of the
Bill it will be accepted practically with
unammity. This change iz bound to
come, and I think the attitnde of hon.
members to-day will be determined large-
ly by their capacity for looking ahead,
and for weighing a question that has been
suddenly broached to them. The super-
ficial inind will dismiss it straight away,
but the hon. member who thinks about
it will say there is a good deal in it.
As I say, this change is sure to be ad-
opted sooner or later. [ hope the House
will be far-seeing enough to adoptb it at
once. In recognition of the splendid ser-
viees that are being rendered by over
1,600 of our fellow settlers in this new
State, T have pleasure in moving—

That the Bl be now read a second

lime,

Hon. J. CORNELL (8outh) : I intend
to vote against the second reading he-
canse I think it can safely bhe said of
the measure that it is puny in the first
insiance and wounld be puetile if given
effect to. The Bill proposes te change
the title of the chairman of a roads
board and to eall him  ‘‘mayor.’’
Shakespeare asked ‘‘What is in a
name?’’ There is very little in a name
unless we go outside and call a man one.
It is absord to endeavour to reward
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members of roauds hoards who are for-
tunate enough to become chairmen of
such bodies, wilh a title which, after all,
is a relie of medievalism, which has come
down to us from the Middle Ages; yet
the hon. member, per medinm of a Bill,
proposes to reward these men with a
title whieh is a few centuries out of
date. 1f he had got something new there
might be something in the Bill. T think
he who has the honour to be elected
chairman of & roads board is sufficient-
ly satisfied with the honour, without hav-
ing a new title foisted npoen him. The
man who aspires to and gains a public
position for the sake of some name which
will be bestowed upon im will not last
long or be very useful in that office.

ITon, W, Kingsmill : 1We are all called
some name or other.

Hon. J. CORNELL : I take it the
object of any institution should be to eall
the members or officers of that institu-
tion some naine which will be near to the
office they hold, or in keeping with fhe
institntion. Hon. members of this Cham-
Ler are called ““members of the Legisla-
tive Couneil,’’ and you, Sir, are called
‘ithe President,'’ while the chairman of
a reads board is properly entitled ‘f ehair-
man.’’ I think that is a suflictent title
and far more up to date than the title
which fhe hon. member proposes the ne-
cupant of the office should be known by
in future. T hope the Bill will be thrown
out on the second reading. It is the
first Bill the second reading of which
I have spoken against. [ say with all
dne respecl te the mover that, whatever
his intentions, 1 think this has heen the
most puny elfort he has put forward in
the House. I hope the House will keep
in step in the march of progress and al-
low the chairman of a roads board to
continue to be known by his up to date
namwe, and not by a title constituting a
relic of the Middle Ages.

Hon, A. SANDERSON (Metropolitan-
Subnrban):  As  chairman of a roads
board and as one who takes a very deep
interest in roads board matlers 1 would
tke to say a few words on the Bill. It
is a kind of butterfly Bill, and therefore
we da not require to bring any heavy

[COUNCIL.]

hammer to deal with it. Members of
roads boards are clamonring for more
money and clamouring for a proper
amendment of the Roads Aet. Appar-
ently, the Govermment cannot see their
way either to give them more money, or
to fnrnish them with the amendment they
desire, so they will have to be satisfied,
if Lhe Bill passes, with this somewhat
barren title. I hope my hon. friend will
not think 1 wish to depreciate eilher ihe
efforts of members of roads boards or his
own, but I really do not think we should
add to Che dignity of the roads boards
or of ourselves by passing this Bill, I
have had correspondence sent to me in
connection with tlhis Bill proposing some
very mmportant amendments, and 1 take
it the proposer of the measure would be
somewhat vexed if any hon, member piled
up the Nolice Paper with amendments
dealing with roads hoard work. 1 do not
know that it is necessary to trouble the
House with those proposed amendments
at this slage, because members who have
had experience of roads boards matters
know the amount of inferest thal is taken
at the present time in the amendment of
the Aet, and peritaps the even keener
inferest in this question of financial as-
sistance, Tersonally, T am going to vole
against the Bill, hut T might have altered
my opinion-—I do not know whether I
would-—if we had seen the whole of the
correspondence from the hundred roads
boards in 1he countrv. It does not seem
to be reasonable to introduce a Bill and
give the assurance that fifteen roads
hoards had approved of it. T always give
the highest title to any person T am ad-
dressing, and if President, Lord Mayor,
or even (olonel would please the hon,
member I would give it. TIf we gel into
Commiliee T shall have several amend-
ments to propose, but unlil then it is
hardly worth mentioning them,

On motion by Hov. J. D. Connolly de-
hate adjonrned.

RILL—CRTMINAYT. CODE AMEND-
MENT.
. In Commitiee,
Restumed from the 18th November;
Hon, W. Kingsmill in the Chair, the
Caolonial Seeretary in charge of the Bill.
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Clanse 9-—Restraint of Marriage:

The CHAIRMAN: Clause 9 had been
amended by the striking oui of Subclause
4, and the question now before the Com-
mittes was that the clavse as amended
stand part of the Bill,

The COLONIAL SECRETARY :
When this clause had been last under

disenssion he had moved to report pro-
gress in order to give it special eonsidera-
tion. Specaking now as a private mem-
ber on 2 clause that had been inserted
by a private member in ancther place, it
seemed (o him Lhat paragraph (b) of
proposed Subsection 1 was very far veach-
ing, aod should be struek out. It was im-
possible to move that the paragraph be
siruck out, and the best course to adopt
would be to strike out the whole clanse
and then recommit the Bill to re-insert
the clauvse with the exception of para-
graph (b} and propesed Subsection 4,
which had heen alveady sfruck out. Under
the clanse as it would then appear res-
traint of marriage would not be o hreach
of the law wnless there was a rnle. order,
regulation, contract, agreement. or ar-
rangement,

Clause, as previously amended, put and
negatived.

Bill again reported with further amend-
ments, and the report adopted.

Further Recommiital.

On wmotion hy the C'OLONTAL SEC-
RETARY Bill forther recommitted for
the purpose of inserting a new clause to
stand as Clause 9.

New clause 9—Restraint of marviage:

The COLONTIAL SECRETARY
moved an amendment—

That the following be added io the
Bill to stand as Cluuse 9:—The fol-
lowing section is hereby inserted in the
Code affer Section 340 thereof, that is
to say:—340a. (1) Any person who.
etther as principal or agent makes or
enters into or enforces or seeks to en-
force any rule, order, regulation, con-
iract, agreement, or arrangement in
restraint or with intent 1o restrain, pre-
vent. or hinder the marriace of any
persan wha is in his employment or
in the employment of his principal and
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is of the age of tlwenty-one years or
upwards i guilty of an off ence, and 1s
liable to imprisonment for three months
ar lo a fine not ecceeding five hundred
pounds.  (2.) The provisions of this
section shall apply to corporations, so
far as they are capable of being so ap-
plied, (3.) Notling in this section
shall affect or apply to the rules, vows,
or discipline of any religion or veli-
gious order or sociely, or render the
enforcemen! or observance thereof in
any way tllegal.

1lon, A, SANDERSON: Tt would be
desivable to negative the whole clanse.
The leader of the House had spoken as
a private member, and that required some
effort on his part and on the part of
members. The Minister counld net cast
aside his responsibility in fhat light man-
ner, In the firsi place this ¢lause had
heen passed practically without disens-
sion, and when subsequently a proposal
had been made to sirike the clause out
the Minister had said that tbe Committee
hiad been fully aware of what it was doing
and had been saiisfied to pass the clause,
Then the Committee had struck ont
propesed Subsection 4  without any
protest on the part of the Minister,
and now, in the third place, in
his capacity as a private member,
he agreed that parazraph (b) should he
deleted. Tt wonid he beiter to sivike the
clause out entirely or to repori progress
in order to allow further consideraiion.
Perhaps if the leader of the House con-
sidered 1t again in his three capacities. as
a private member, leader of {he House,
and a member of ihe Government. he
wounld eome round to the same way of
thinking as other hon. members who were
entirely against the clause. He asked
the Colonial Secretarv to consider the
clause quietly and ask himself if the ob-
jections which the Council had recognised
did not apply to that paragraph as well.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: Strike the whole
thing ont,

Hon, A, SANDERSON : The other day
he had aeccepted adviee arainst his better
judement.  Thi= matter should not he
rushed throngh. Sarporters of the clause
were on the run and he desired to drive
them ount of the fleld altogether,
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Hon. J. F. Cullen : Finish it now.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: If that was
done one would need to begin to eount
the noges. This elause might affect every
householder in the country.

Hon. D. G. GAWLER: The attitude
of the leader of the House appeared to
him to be reasonable, and he gave the
Minister credit for standing by his
opinions, If the words in paragraph (a)
were struck out it womnld be practically
the sawe as striking ont the whole of
the clause.

The CHAIRMAN: It would be quite
in order.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: From
the tone of the hon. Mr. Sanderson’s
remarks and the matter of his speech,
it was evident that he did not under-
stand the circumstances in connection
with the introduetion of the clause. The
elause was not inserted hy the Govern-
rent and he was not obliged to support
it. but he bhad supported it, and a large
majority of membhers of this House had
supported it after a lengthy disenssion,
at any rate on the second reading.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: Hardly a large
majority,

The COLONTATL SECRETARY: Then
the clanse was reconsidered; new matter
was introduced, forcible arguments were
used, and after further consideration he
shggested that paragraph (b) be struck
out in order that it might be an offence
only when a rule, contract, agreement, or
arrangement was entered intp. Previ-
onsly it was complained that if the elause
was passed evervone in TWestern Aus-
tralia would be affected.

Hon. J. W, Kirwan: Does that include
the understanding that exists in regard
to many of the banks?

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: Yes,
it would have the effect of aholishing
the existing regulation in this econnec-
tion.

Hon., J. W. Kirwan: In many cases
it is not written; it is merely an under-
standing.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: An
agreement or arrangement might be ver-
bal sn that the clanse covered the whole
of the ground.

[COUNCIL.]

Hon, H. P. COLEBATCH: It was
impossible to see how anyone could offer
reasonable objection to the claunse. Al
the objections raised by the hom. Mr.
Moss had entirely disappeared.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: Certainly not.

Ton. H. P. COLEBATCH : If a man
married and was considered to be unfit
for Iiis work he could be dismissed. The
only (hing probibited was from entering
into an arrangement beforehand.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Ts it not better
to tell a man beforehand than te dismiss
him afterwards?

Hon. H. P, COLEBATCH: An em-
ployer had no right to do that. If the
elause was passed it wonld be gnite com-
petent. for any employer to dismiss 2
person who married if the fact of his
marrying made him unsnitable for his
work. The portion of the eclause which
made it an offence to dismiss a person
who married had been struck out. If
the penalties were reduced there conld be
no objection. He moved an amendment—

That “three months” be struck out
and the words “one month’ inseried in
lieu.

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENOOM: The
cianse would have his opposition because
it would inlerfere with people in manag-
ing their own businesses, Employers who
chose to enpage married or single people
had a right to please themselves. Tf the
clause contained the powers which the
hon. Mr. Colebateh claimed for it. an
emplovee could be dismissed if he got
married and was not in receipt of £200
a vear. The clause was most far-reach-
ing, and ho one realised the extent to
which it would apply. There was no
neeessity for if.  There had been no
hardship so far as he knew,

Hon. J. Cornell: It is repulsive all
the same.

Hon. Sir E, H. WITTENQOM: So far
as he knew it had nat prevented anvene
from getting married, If a man had
been employed in a bank for 15 or 20
years and conld nof earn £3 10s, or £4
a week he was not fit to have a wife and
familv. e was referring to hanking and
other institutions, and not to farms where
people had no appearances to keep up
and were not ealled upon fo spend much.
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There was a difference between having
to wear a starched collar every day, and
working in a wine where men wore little
more than trousers. Il was monstrous to
give any magistrate the right to imprison
a man for sueh an offence without the
option of a fine. Let the penalty be made
£50 or £100 with imprisonment in de-
fault of payment, but the option should
not be left with the magistrate.

The Colonial Secretary: The option is
always with the magistrate.

Hon. Sir E. 1. WITTERXOOM: In
many cases it was, but the magistrate
should not be able to order imprisonment
without the option of a fine under a
clause of this deseription. The clanse
had heen inserled at the instance of a
private member who perhaps had some
wonderful ideals, He rather admired
men with ideals, but he was afraid the
hon. wmember in question was a little
ahead of the times. There was no in-
stance of such a regulation having pre-
vented anyone who desired from marry-
ing.

Hon. F. Davis: Men have been dis-
charged because they married.

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENOOM: Did
the hon. member know anvone who had
been so diseharged?

Hon. F. Davis: Yes.

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENOOM: Not
one instance had come to his knowledge,
and he was connected with a few institu-
tions, Very seldom did men desire to
marry on less than £200 a year, especially
if they had any sense.

The CHAIRMAN: It would be well
for hon. members to diseuss the amend-
ment, and to withhold general remarks
about the claunse until the question, that
the clanse as amended. if amended,
should stand part of the Bill, was put.

Hon., J. ¥. CULLEN: Mr, Colebateh
had urged as the basis of his amendment
that it wounld make the clause quite safe.
In practically every household, however,
there was a rule that domestic servants
should he single and if they married they
shonld leave.

The CHATRMAN: The hon. maember
was not speaking to the amendment which
was to strike out “three months” Ti

2817

would save the time of the Committee if
hon. members would confine their remarks
to the amendment,

Hon, J. F. CULLEN: One must bow
to the Chairman’s ruling.

Hon, J, W. KIRWAN: One could not
really diseuss the penalty to be imposed
without making some reference to the
gravity of the offence. Sir Edward
Wittenoom had adopted the attitude that
this clanse was a very serions interference
with the management of bnsinesses. One
recognised that the conduct of anyone’s
business ought not to be interfered with
without very good reason, but the clause
was only interfering to prevent a far
more serions interference, namely, inter-
ference with the private or domestic
affairs of eitizens in this State. It was
more serious to interfere with an im-
portant matter such as marriage than the
private condnet of any business,

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
was hardly in order. Hon. members
would have ample time to discuss the
general principles of the clause when the
clause was put as a whole, therefore, he
asked them to decide first whether or not
the words “three months” should be
struek out and “one month” inserted.
Members would then have ample oppor-
tunity to diseuss the clanse as a whole.

Hon. J, W. KIRWAN: Sarelv in dis-
eussing the mature of the penalty to be
imposed one could not very well do so
without going into the offence. OFf conrse
he bowed to the Chairman’s ruling, but
wished to advance that aspeet of the
matter,

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH moved a
further amendment—

That the words “five hundred” be-
fore “pounds” be struck out and
“hifty? tnserted in liew.

Amendment passed. -

Hon, J. F. CULLEN: Mr. Colebateh’s
reading of this clause was amazing. The
very first word would bring it mto every
honsehold in the country.

Hon. H. P, Colebatch: That is quite
inaceurate, there are thousands of house-
holds who do not make any rule such as
you say.
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Hon. J. F. CULLEN: The common
rule throughout the households in the
country was to employ unmarried domes-
ties. It would be exceedingly inconveni-
ent to have married domestics, but if any
employer of a domestic said, “If you
want to get married yon must leave my
employ,” that employer would come with-
in the scope of ithis clayse and would be
liable fo a fine or imprisonment at the
aption of the magistrate.

Houn. H. P. Colebatech: Magistrates
have the same option in every offence,
even an ordinary case of drunkenness.

Hon, J. F. CULLEN: The comwon
rule of the houscholds of this country was
to have married domesties and that rule
brought every employer of domestics
within the scope of this elanse. For that
reason the c¢lanse was absurd and should
be wiped out.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
atlitude taken up by Mr. Cullen and some
other members was surpmsing. Mr.
Cullen attempted to justify t{he rule
which he said existed throughout this
country agaivst marriage. If there was
any such rule in existence it was a bad
advertisement for the State. We had had
it proved that banks bad such a regula-
tion, and this elanse as it stood now, so
far as he knew, would simply aim at the
banks, unless the rule existed which Mr.
Cullen said did exist among settlers lo
prevent the marrying of their employees.
If there was such a rule, that was justi-
fieation for legislative action. Tf there
was not such a rule then it did not mat-
ter. The clause as it stood now wonld
simply abolish regulations in resiraint of
marriage. Modifled as it had been it wonld
do no mere and could do no more.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: In employing
domestic servants an employer was quite
within his or her right in saying, “Tor
this kind of work T do not want families,
I do not want married employees, T want,
a young girl”

Hon, Y. P. Colehatch: This does not
prevent an employer doing that,

Hon. J. F, CULLEN: Tt did. When
the time came for the girl to marry, the
natural eourse was for her to go to a
home of her own.

[COUNCIL.]

Hon, H. P. Colebateb: This will not
prevent her from doing that.

Hon, J. F. CULLEN: The clause said
decidedly that the common rule that
domestic service was for single people
was a crime.

Hon. J. W. Kirwan: A girl who gets
married does not want to remain in
domestic serviee.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: The clause was
a monstrous one for any legislature to
entertain.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: The clause
should not be rushed through to-day.

Hon. H. P. Colebaich: We have dis-
cussed it altogether for about six hours
already.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: One must
admit that the argument was a repetition
to a certain extent, The fact remained
that the Minister told us the other day
he had considered the matter carefully
and fully and was of opinion that it was
a good clanse, The Colonial Secretary
had thought that when the clause existed
as a whole, and he thought it after Sub-
clanse 4 had been knocked out. Then
the Colonial Secretary came down this
afternoon and intimated that he was pre-
pared, after further -consideration to
knoek out paragraph (b}, and then that
he proposed an amendment himself,

The Colonial Seeretary: I did not ex-
press a definife opinion on it unfil to-day.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: Hon. mem-
bers must be left to form their own
opinion. His impression was certainly
very different from what the Colonial
Secretary told us. As the Minister gave
that assurance it would be accepted, and
if it was the deliberate opinion of the
Legislative Couneil, after having con-
sidered the matier that it should be
placed on the statute-book, he would not
be guilly of stonewalling or attempting
to get it defeated hy means of any subler-
fuge. He, however, hoped fo receive an
assurance that it would not be rushed
through.

Hon. D. G. GAWLER: The clanse only
deait with persons who were in one's em-
ployment. In the case of a domestic ser-
vant, if the rule had not been made and
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that domestic servant desired fo get
married the employer would not be
guilty, What would be the object of hav-
ing such a clause if we were never going
to find a person guilty under it? The
omission of paragraph (b) would be a
great improvement but be maintained the
same attitude as before, that such a pro-
vision had no right to appear in the Cri-
niinal Code and it was a legal monstrosity
to have it there. The offender would be
liable to hoprisonment and it would be
within the option of the hench to im-
prison a woman who might he an em-
ployer of a domestic servant, vet under
the Masters and Servants- Act (here was
a special provision against the imprison-
ment of women. Apart from anvthing
else that in itself was a blot.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: I1f
an employer dismissed a servant on the
eve of lher marriage e would not come
within the purview of this clause, and
was it Nikely that an employer would dis-
miss o servant if he knew of the existence
of snch a provision in an Act of Parlia-
ment? He might be liable to punishment
if he dismissed three of four servants,
and if it were proved that the rule existed
in his establishment.

Houn. J. W. KIRWAN: A good deal of
discussion had arisen around the extreme
cases of dismissed servants. How wmany
hon. members were aware that domestic
servants remained in the employment of
their mistresses after they gol married?
A domestiec servant did not get married
unless she needed someone to make a home
for her, and then after her marriage she
invariably went away and started that
home of her own, Therefore, to try and
shield behind domestic servants a number
of banks that were undoubtedly doing
something that was contrary to public
poliey, was not right.

Hon. J. CORNELL: If this provision
became law he ventured to say that what
was going on now would go on in the
future just n the same way, but the fact
remained, if it went on and someone was
eaught, an example could be made of thal
person. He could be shown up in the eycs
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of the public and he could be fined for
having committed an offence against a
statute, That was why he desired to see
the proposal become law, The object of
the elause was to prevent something whirh
was absolutely repulsive from being car-
vied into effect. Tn suech cases the law
should certainly step in, and it was the
duty of the House to make it possible io
penalise an individual or corporation who
tried to prevent the marriage of its em-
ployees.

Hon. Sir K. H. WITTENQOM: The
clause was an interference with the car-
rying out of a man’s personal business.

Hon, J. Cornell: Tt is interfering wilh
the other man’s matrimonial business.

Hen Sir . H. WITTENQOM : Tt was
not like an instance of having to work
long hours. A man could leave his em-
plovment any time he liked if he wanted
to get married. What he complained of
was the penalty., A Dbench of justices
would be allowed to put a man in prison
for a week or a fortnight, and that man's
name would bhe stained for the remainder
of his life. just because of some little
derelietion in conneection with the matri-
monial proposals of one of his employees.
That was absolutely wrong. No one should
be subjected to such an indignity. Faney
the leader of lhe House, who employed
some people in Geraldien, having o go
to gaol for committing a breach of seeh
a provision as this. What an indignity
to subject the Labour Government to,

Hon. C. SOMMERS: The Minister
would be well advised to report progress
and allow the alteration to appear on the
Notice Paper. The House was very thin
and if the amendment was eapable of
all the meanings to whieh reference had
been made, it was certainly worthy of
further consideration. There was no ur-
wency for it and the House should not
rush it through.

Hon, F. CONNOR : Atfention had been
drawn to what was deseribed as the ex-
cessive penalties,  Personally he cared
little what the penalties might be, for they
were enfirely overshadowed by the prin-
ciple that individuals having reached the
age of diseretion and desiring to marry
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should be allowed te marry. The sanetity
of this right should not be interfered with.
However, in the cireumstances the Min-
ister should allow the eonsideration of
the clause to stand over till Tuesday.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: If
progress were reported it would not be
with his consent. This matter had had
a lot of consideration and if hon. members
were not in attendance in fair numbers to-
day it was not his fault. He partieularly
desired to reach finality on this peint as
soon as possible. ’

Hon, J. D. CONNOLLY: While hav-
ing no sympathy with banks that im-
pesed such restriction, on marriage, he
did not think the clause would bave the
least effeet, In any case he strongly re-
sented such a provision being inserted in
the Criminal Code.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: It was a pity
the Colonial Secretary did not see fit {o
report progress. It was his desire to
consult the people most eoncerned by the
clanse. An opportunity should be given
for that purpose. The clanse had not
yet been fully disenssed in all its bear-
ings. The Colonial Secretary should agree
to report progress.

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY moved—
That progress be reported.

Motion put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Avyes . ‘e 11
Noes .. . 8
Majority for 3
AYES.
Hon. J. D. Cennolly Hen. A. Sanderson
Hon. F. Connor Hon. C. Sommers
Hon. J. F. Cullen Hon. T. H. Wilding
Hoo. D. G. Gawler Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenonm
Hon. V. Hamersley Hon, W, Patrick
Hon. A. G. Jenkins (Teller).
MNoks.
Hon. R. G. Ardagh Hon. Str J. W. Hacketl
Hon. H. P. Colebatch | Hon. B. C. O'Brien
Hon. F. Davis Hen. J. Coranell
Hon. J. E. Dodd . {Teller).

Hon. J. M. Drew i
Motion thus passed.
Progress reported.

[COUNCIL.]

BILL—MINES REGULATION,
In Committee,

Resumed from the previous day; Hon.
W. Kingsmill in the Chair, Hon. J. E.
Dodd (Honorary Minister) in charge of
the Bill,

Clanse 46.—Employment of foreigners:

The CHAIRMAN: Progress had been
reported on an amendment moved by
Mr. Cullen to strike ont Subelanse .

Hon. J. E. DODD: To meet the con-
venience of several members it had been
agreed to postpone consideration of the
Bill, but eertainly some consideration
should have been shown fo Ministers in
getting on with the business of the House.

Hon. J. F. Cuilen: Two wrongs will
not make a right,

Hon. J. E. DODD:

was very unfair,

The CHAIRMAN: Progress was Te-
ported on Clanse 46, to which the hon.
J. F. Cullen had moved an amendment
that Subelanse 6 be struek out.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: Subelause 4 had
been struck out and Subclanse 6 would
be without meaning. The first part of the
snbelanse was unnecessary. In the mar-
gin was the ominons word “new” and
wherever that oceurred care was necessary
as the clanse was bound to be one-sided.
There had never been a case in which a
man had refused to be examined,

Hon. J. E. Dodd: Yes, there has.

Hon. R. G. Ardagh: Men have avoided
the examination, anyhow.

Hon, J. F. CULLEN: There was no
case on record of a miner having refnsed
to meet the test. Not only was the for-
eigner to be hounded becaunse he was a
foreigner, but he was to be doubly puu-
ished —refused employment and fhen
treated as having committed a criminal
offence. The latter portion was so re-
markable that it would justify the strik-
ing out of the whole of the subclanse. In
effect, it stated that the manager, owner
or agent should not be guilty if there was
no offence. This was not only novel in
the completest sense of the term, but
ridiculons. What preposterous nonsense
it was to put into an Act of Parliament!

In his opinion it
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There had never arisen a difficulty when it
was sought to apply the test,

Hon. J. Cornell:
ity ¢

Hon. J. F, CULLEN: A very sound
one.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: On the pre-
vious night the Honorary Minister had
mentioned a reference to Hansard, page
900 and he (Mr. Sanderson) intimated
that the reference was wrong. He wished
to explain that it had been quoted wrongly
by him and not having been altered in the
preof it had appeared in Hansard, but
the error would be rectified. He supported
the amendment. The Minister should ex-
plain what the test and who the examiners
would be. It wounld be easy to plongh
nine-tenihs of the members of the House
in English. If the Mimster was strongly
opposed to the employment of foreigners
in any capacity, the test conld be made so
severe, that withont going bheyond the
letter of the measure, he could d¢ prac-
tically what he liked.

Hon, J. E. DODD: In order to keep
faith with the hon. Mr. Connolly, he asked
that progress be reported.

Progress reported,

Who is your anthor-

House adjourned at 4.55 p.m.

Negislative Hasembly,

Thursday, 20tk November, 1913.
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PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Premier: Amendments to regu-
lations and schedules under the Workers'
Homes Act Amendment Act, 1912.

By the Hon. W. C. Angwin {(Honorary
Minister): 1, Anuoal report of the Fre-
mantle Harbour Trust. 2, Reports and
papers on Thompson’s dairy (ordered on
motion by Mr. B. J. Stubbs).

By the Attorney General: Return of
names struck off Geraldion eleetoral roll
{ordered on motion by Mr. E. B. Johgn-
ston).

QUESTION—SELECT COMMITTEE,
CAPTAIN HARE'S RETIREMENT.

Attendance of Assembly members.

Mr. MONGER (without notice) asked
the Premier: In view of the fact that
the report of the select committee of the
Legislative Council on the retirement of
Captain Hare is shortly due, will the
Government afford this House an early
opportunity of replying to the Message
of the Couneil asking for the attendance
of the Hon. W. C. Angwin and Mr.
George Taylor to give evidence before
such eormmittee.

The PREMIER replied: No, I do not
propose to give an early opportunity to
deal with it. There is other business
of more importance.

QUESTION—PROPORTIONAL
REPRESENTATION.

Mr. E. B. JOENSTON asked the At-
torney General: Does he intend to lay
ihe latest reports of the Chief Electoral
Officer on the snbjeet of proportional
representation on the Table of the House,
in order that the valnable informatfion
contained therein may become available
to the public?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL replied:
Yes.

RETURN—ELECTORAL ROLL,
GERALDTON DISTRICT.

On motion by Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON
{Williams-Narrogin), ordered: That a



